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Summary

Huber asks the Presiding Judge to specify real-party-in­

interest and two misrepresentation issues against Staton.

Nonvoting stockholder Kenneth Ramsey, and his consultant,

Charlie Thompson, have controlled the preparation and

prosecution of the Staton application. When Staton certified

that it was financially qualified, it misrepresented its

financial qualifications because it did not have a bank letter

at the time of certification. Staton also misrepresented in

its original application that Ms. Staton had reviewed Mr.

Ramsey's financial statement.



RECEIVED

JUL - 9 \993Before the
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION "." "

Washington, DC 20554 FEDERAL G1)fMUN!C~:iOO.~ l.iQMMISSION
(fFICE OF THE SECRETMY

In re Applications of

MARTHA J. HUBER, et ale

For Construction Permit for a
New FM station on Channel 234A
in New Albany, Indiana

TO: Honorable Richard L. Sippel
Administrative Law Judge

)
) MM Docket No. 93-51
)
) File Nos. BPH-911114ME,
) et ale
)
)
)

PETITION TO EN'LQGB ISSUES AGAINST
STATON COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

Martha J. Huber (Huber), by her attorneys, now petitions

the presiding Judge to specify the following issues against

staton Communications, Inc. (staton):

To determine whether Kenneth L. Ramsey and/or
Charlie Thompson is the real-party-in-interest of
staton Communications, Inc.;

To determine whether Staton communications, Inc.
made misrepresentations or lacked candor when it
certified on November 13, 1991 that it was
financially qualified;

To determine whether Staton communications, Inc.
made misrepresentations or lacked candor in the
Stock Subscription and Shareholder's Agreement
submitted with its application;

To determine, in light of the evidence adduced
pursuant to the foregoing issues, whether
Staton communications, Inc. is qualified to become
a Commission licensee.
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I. Procedural Matters

This petition is timely pursuant to section 1.229(b) (3)

of the Commission's rules. It is based upon the depositions

of staton principals Mildred staton and Kenneth Ramsey under

the standard comparative issue. Counsel for Huber received

the transcript of those depositions on June 24, 1993. This

pleading is being filed within fifteen days after Huber

received those materials. The petition is therefore timely.

The petition complies with Section 1. 229 (d) of the

Commission rules because its allegations of fact are supported

by deposition testimony taken under oath and by documents

which may be officially noticed, including staton's

application, and documents produced in discovery.

Pursuant to Section 1.229(e) of the Commission's rules,

Huber is identifying the documents she wishes to be produced

and the depositions she wishes to take in the attached

appendix to this petition.

If the Presiding JUdge adds the misrepresentation/lack of

candor issues requested in this petition, he would be required

to issue a Notice of Apparent Liability to Staton for a

forfeiture. section 1.229(f) of the Commission rules. That

rule indicates that the notice shall indicate that "the

applicant may be liable for a forfeiture of up to the maximum

statutory amount." In this case, where there was at least two

discrete misrepresentations, the maximum statutory amount is
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$50,000, or $25,000 for each violation.

§503 (b) (2) (A) •

See 47 U. S . C.

II. Background

Staton is a corporation with both voting and nonvoting

stock outstanding. Mildred J. Staton, a black female who

lives within the service area of Staton's station, owns 200

shares of voting stock. Kenneth L. Ramsey owns 800 shares of

nonvoting stock. 1 Exhibit 2 of Staton's application

demonstrates that Ramsey had interests in twelve other FM

applications in which he held eighty percent of the equity as

nonvoting stock.

It was Mr. Ramsey and his agent, Charlie Thompson, who

took all of the significant actions involved in organizing an

applicant for the New Albany channel and filing the

application. The process of filing for the channel began when

Mr. Thompson, an ex-broadcaster and consultant, called Mr.

Ramsey in September 1991 and informed Mr. Ramsey that "there

was an investment opportunity over in New Albany, Indiana" and

that the application would cover Louisville, Kentucky. Ramsey

Dep. Tr. 20-21. 2 Mr. Ramsey had previously used Mr. Thompson

as a "consultant" in the other FM applications in which he was

involved, and Mr. Thompson informed Mr. Ramsey of filing

1 Pertinent portions of Staton's application are submitted as
Attachment 1 to this application.

2 Pertinent portions of Mr. Ramsey's deposition transcript are
submitted as Attachment 2 to this petition.
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windows as they opened. Ramsey Dep. Tr. 23-24. Mr. Ramsey

had known Mr. Thompson since 1984. Ramsey Dep. Tr. 21. Mr.

Thompson provided Mr. Ramsey with the public notice listing

the f il ing window. Ramsey Dep. Tr. 22. Mr. Ramsey's primary

concern was ensuring that the station would cover Louisville.

Ramsey Dep. Tr. 26.

Ramsey also contracted with Mr. Thompson to have Mr.

Thompson file the application and "taking care of the

details." Ramsey Dep. Tr. 22. They negotiated a fee of

$3,450 for Mr. Thompson's services. M. Mr. Ramsey described

Mr. Thompson as "the driving force behind it. In other words,

he saw that it got done." Ramsey Dep. Tr. 25. Mr. Ramsey

hired Mr. Thompson to hire a consulting engineer, obtain an

attorney, and put the application together. Ramsey Dep. Tr.

22, 25.

Part of Mr. Thompson's job was to find a suitable partner

for the venture. Ramsey Dep. Tr. 28. Thompson and Ramsey had

a standard procedure established for finding a "suitable

partner." Mr. Thompson would locate three or four potential

partners, and send their resumes to Mr. Ramsey. Ramsey Dep.

Tr. 29. Mr. Ramsey would then review their resumes, sometimes

interview the potential partners himself and decide on a

partner. ~ Mr. Ramsey was primarily looking for partners

who had the comparative criteria favored by the Commission ­

broadcast experience, local residence, minority status, and

civic involvement. Ramsey Dep. Tr. 29-30.
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In late October of 1991,3 Charlie Thompson called Ms.

staton. Mr. Thompson mentioned that he was representing an

individual who was interested in applying for the New Albany

channel, but he did not identify the individual. staton Dep.

Tr. 12. 4 Mr. Thompson asked if Ms. staton was interested and

asked about her broadcast background. Ms. staton

expressed interest, and she sent her resume to Mr. Thompson.

staton Dep. Tr. 13. Ms. staton and Mr. Thompson then met in

Louisville in early November 1991. staton Dep. Tr. 13-14.

Mr. Thompson did not identify Mr. Ramsey at this meeting. M.

Mr. Thompson did not go into detail about a structure, but he

did mention that Ms. staton would have a minority interest

and the as yet unidentified person would be the financial

backer. staton Dep. Tr. 14-15, 17-18. Mr. Thompson told her

she would have to work at the station. staton Dep. Tr. 59.

A couple of days later, Mr. Thompson informed Ms. staton

that she had been "accepted," and he finally identified Mr.

Ramsey. staton Dep. Tr. 16-17. Mr. Thompson did not give her

any detailed information on Mr. Ramsey. staton Dep. Tr. 17.

Mr. Thompson also informed Ms. staton that Stanley Emert would

be the attorney responsible for the application. staton Dep.

Tr. 18.

3 Staton's application was filed on November 15, 1991.

4 Pertinent portions of Ms. Staton's deposition transcript are
submitted as Attachment 3 to this petition.



- 6 -

Ms. staton then immediately received a phone call from

1

Mr. Ramsey. staton Dep. Tr. 19. Mr. Ramsey introduced

himself. He told her she would have a twenty percent interest

and he would have an eighty percent interest and would be "a

silent partner." staton Dep. Tr. 19-20. He also told her he

would be the financial backer and would make the financial

arrangements. staton Dep. Tr. 19. At that point, Ms. staton

believed she had a deal. staton dep. Tr. 58-59.

Exhibit 1 to the staton application is the stock

Subscription and Shareholder's Agreement of staton

communications, Inc. That agreement obligates Mr. Ramsey to

loan up to $150,00.00 [sic] to prosecute Staton's application.

Footnote 1 to the agreement states:

The voting shareholder has reviewed the financial
statement of the non-voting shareholder and has
determined that the non-voting shareholder is able
to fund such a loan in the full amount stated
above.

At her deposition, Ms. Staton testified (Dep. Tr. 39-40):

Q. Did you, prior to signing the application,
receive a copy of Mr. Ramsey's personal
financial statement?

A. No.

Q. Did you receive a copy of his statement
of finances after you signed the
application?

A. No.

In Section III of the application, staton certified it

was financially qualified. The source of funds listed was the

Home Federal Trust Bank of Georgia. Mr. Staton signed the
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application on November 13, 1991. The letter that staton

obtained from that bank, which is submitted as Attachment 4 to

this petition, is dated November 15, 1991, or two days after

Ms. staton certified that the applicant was financially

qualified. Mr. Ramsey obtained the bank letter, and Ms.

staton never communicated with the bank other than receiving

a copy of the letter. staton Dep. Tr. 40. Ms. staton did not

have that letter before her until some time after November 15.

staton Dep. Tr. 34-35, 37.

Charlie Thompson, working with the consulting engineer,

found the transmitter site. staton Dep. Tr. 50. Ms. staton

did meet with Betty Jo Tucker, the real estate agent who

provided reasonable assurance. lsL. That meeting did not take

place, however, until November 14, after Ms. staton signed the

application. staton Dep. Tr. 65. Indeed, the engineering

portion of the staton application had been signed by November

11, so the site had been chosen well before that meeting.

See Attachment 1.

Ms. Staton's minimal role continued after the appl ication

was filed. The only bills she has paid herself are for the

legal notice and incidental expenses such as telephone or

facsimile. staton Dep. Tr. 23-24. Any legal bills she

receives are sent directly to Mr. Ramsey for paYment. Staton

Dep. Tr. 24-25, 27. Mr. Ramsey (or his wife) paid bills

directly out of their account. Ramsey Dep. Tr. 38-41. Mr.
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Ramsey has paid $12,000-$15,000. Ramsey Dep. Tr. 46. Ms.

staton does not have $10,000. staton Dep. Tr. 79.

As noted above, Ms. staton had no role in hiring stanley

Emert, staton's original counsel. Ms. staton did not know if

Mr. Emert billed on an hourly basis or some other basis.

staton Dep. Tr. 62. In March of 1993, Mr. Ramsey (not Ms.

staton) determined that new counsel would have to be hired

because Mr. Emert "had dropped the ball on some other stuff."

Ramsey Dep. Tr. 44, staton Dep. Tr. 26. Mr. Ramsey did not

inform Ms. staton what the problems with Mr. Emert were.

staton Dep. Tr. 60-61. Ms. staton claimed she retained

staton's current counsel. staton Dep. Tr. 25. In fact, Mr.

Ramsey learned of current counsel, whose firm he had worked

with in connection with cellular radio, and "recommended" them

to Ms. staton. staton Dep. Tr. 25-26, Ramsey Dep. Tr. 44-45.

staton's counsel represents other applicants in which Mr.

Ramsey is a "nonvoting stockholder." Ramsey Dep. Tr. 41-42.

Ms. staton's knowledge of staton's affairs is minimal.

It was never explained to her why staton was structured as a

two-tier corporation. staton Dep. Tr. 25. She has not been

told whether she will have to pay money for equipment

purchases or operating expenses. staton Dep. Tr. 24. The

shareholders agreement limits Mr. Ramsey's obligations for

prosecution expenses to a fixed sum (Application, Exhibit 1,

P. 2), but it is her understanding there is no dollar

limitation on his obligation. Station Dep. Tr. 71-72.
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Although the stockholders agreement obligates all parties to

personally guarantee the bank letter (Exhibit 1, P. 3), she

twice testified that it was only Mr. Ramsey's obligation to

guarantee the loan. staton Dep. Tr. 42-43, 74-75. When asked

who Dwight R. Magnuson (staton's consulting engineer) was, she

initially testified she had never heard the name. staton Dep.

Tr. 30.

III. Analysis

A. Real-Party-In-Interest

The test for determining whether an individual is a real­

party-in-interest is whether a person "has an ownership

interests, or is or will be in a position to actually or

potentially control the operation of the station." KOWL,

~, 49 FCC 2d 962, 964, 31 RR 2d 1589, 1592-1593 (Rev. Bd.

1974). In Weyburn Broadcasting Limited Partnership v. FCC,

984 F.2d 1220, 71 RR 2d 1386, 1393-1394 (D.C. Cir. 1993), the

Court of Appeals held that the commission erred in specifying

a real-party-in-interest issue against an applicant whose non­

voting stockholder was providing funds and controlling the

application by, inter alia, paying the applicant's bills

directly.

This case presents a much stronger case for a real-party­

interest issue than Weyburn. As in Weyburn, the nonvoting

stockholder is providing funds and paying bills. While the

voting stockholder had allegedly paid the $6,000 hearing fee

in Weyburn, Kenneth Ramsey has paid all expenses directly
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except for minor, incidental expenses. Mr. Ramsey and his

agent Charlie Thompson have taken virtually every action

involved in the preparation and prosecution of the

application. They initiated the idea to apply for the

channel. They recruited a total stranger and allegedly gave

her total control over the project. Ms. staton went into the

proj ect knowing next to nothing about Mr. Ramsey. Mr. Ramsey,

through Mr. Thompson, hired the engineer and counsel. Mr.

Ramsey obtained the bank letter. Mr. Thompson found the

transmitter site. Mr. Ramsey solely determined the

applicant's structure. Mr. Ramsey pays the bills. It was Mr.

Ramsey who determined new counsel was necessary, and current

counsel represents his other applicants. Clearly, Messrs.

Ramsey and Thompson have controlled the prosecution of the

application.

Ms. staton's lack of knowledge concerning staton's

affairs further reinforces the conclusion that she does not

control the corporation. She is unknowledgable about her and

Mr. Ramsey's obI igations to the corporation. She did not know

the basis for Mr. Emert's bills. She knew very little about

Mr. Ramsey. She did not even recognize the name of Staton's

consulting engineer. Under those circumstances, the Weyburn

decision clearly requires the specification of a real-party­

in-interest issue.

..
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B. Misrepresentation Issue - Financial Certification

Ms. staton's deposition testimony establishes that at the

time she certified staton had funds available from Home

Federal Trust Bank, she did not have a bank letter from that

bank. While she signed the application on November 13, she

did not get a bank letter until sometime after November 15,

when the application was filed.

When the commission revised FCC Form 301 in 1989, it

required applicants to have documentation in~ when they

certify that they are financially qualified. Revision of

Application for Construction Permit for Commercial Broadcast

Station (FCC FOrm 301), 4 FCC Rcd 3853, 66 RR 2d 519, 529

(1989). Ms. Staton did not comply with the commission's

requirement for documentation, and her certification was

therefore false and a misrepresentation.

The delay in obtaining the bank letter was critical.

Since Ms. Staton had no documentation in hand when she

certified, the only answer she could have given to Section

III, Question 1, was "NO." If she had answered truthfully,

the application would have been returned as unacceptable for

tender. ,Ig. The fact that she obtained the bank letter after

the application was filed does not help Staton, since a

tenderability defect cannot be cured after the deadline for

filing applications (in this case, November 15, 1991). EM

Application Processing, 58 RR 2d 776, 784 (1985). Staton thus
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had a clear motive to misrepresent that it was financially

qualified, and a misrepresentation issue must be specified.

C. Misrepresentation - Review of Financial statement

Another misrepresentation made by staton in its

application was the claim that Ms. staton had reviewed Mr.

Ramsey' s financial statement before the application was filed.

In fact, she has never seen Mr. Ramsey's financial statement.

The intent to deceive that is an element of misrepresentation

can be inferred from "the fact of misrepresentation coupled

with proof that the party making it had knowledge of its

falsity." Capital City Broadcasting Co., 8 FCC Red 1726, 72

RR 2d 439, 448 (Rev. Bd. 1993). In this case, Ms. staton

clearly knew she had not reviewed Mr. Ramsey' s financial

statement, but she certified an application which stated that

she had reviewed that statement. A prima facie case of

misrepresentation is present, and an issue must therefore be

added.
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IV. Conclusion

Accordingly, Huber asks the Presiding JUdge to specify

the issues listed above.

Respectfully submitted,

MARTHA J. HUBER

By

By

~~~'--­

Jth. ~ainfJ4
Cohen and Berfield, P.C.
1129 20th street, NW, :#507
Washington, DC 20036
(202) 466-8565

Date: JUly 9, 1993

Its Attorneys



APPENDIX BE DISCOVERY

If this petition to enlarge issues is granted, Huber reserves

the right to depose Mildred staton, Kenneth Ramsey, and Charles

Thompson, as well as any other individual with relevant evidence

whose identity is subsequently disclosed.'

Huber requests that staton be required to produce the

documents listed below within five days after the Presiding JUdge

releases an order granting this petition. staton shall produce

these documents in accordance with the definitions and instructions

contained in Huber I s April 19, 1993 "Supplemental Document Request"

addressed to staton.

1. All documents relating to the June 15, 1991 letter from

Home Federal Trust Bank, including documents relating to the

transmittal of that letter to any party.

2. All documents relating to any review by Mildred staton of

any financial information relating to Kenneth Ramsey.

3. All documents previously produced to any other party in

connection with the financial qualifications issues currently

specified against staton.

• 1 It may turn out, however, that the information already
ava1lable to Huber, along with discovery on the existing financial
qualifications issue, will provide sufficient information to
prepare for trial.



Philip J. Bryce
Stanley G. Emert, Jr.

David P. Klucken

,

ATTACHMENT 1

BRYCE & EMERT
212 S. Peters R08d

KNOXVILLE, lENNESSEE 37923
(An Assoc:iation)

November 14, 1991

P.O. Box' 52225
Knoxville, Tennessee 37950-2225

615/690-5566
615/690-4967 (fax)

Federal Comrronicatlons Commission
Mass Media Services
c/o Mellon Bank
Three Mellon Bank Center
525 WDliam Penn Way
27th Floor, Room 153·2713
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15259-0001

ATTN: Wholesale Lockbox Shift Supervisor

Re: Filing Fe~, Staton Communications, Inc.
New FM Application

BY OVERNIGHT COURIER

-~,........~.......

To Whom It May Concern:

I enclose the original and proper copies of the above noted application (FCC Form 301) with FCC Form
155 on behalf of Staton Communications, Inc. in the above noted matter. Attached is the applicant's filing
fee in the total amount of $2,030.00.

Please send a stamped copy of same to me in the enclosed self addressed stamped envelope. Thank
you for your ~ind assistance.

Sin9 ·Jf
Stanley G. Emert, Jr.

SGE:

Enclosure

cc: Staton Communications, Inc.



APPLICATION fOR CONSTRUCTION PERMIT FOR COMMERCIAL BROADCAST

~' .
•F .......

• FOdO'O" i:-",m""lcotions CommisSion
til"

W""ington. D. C. Z0554 FCC 301

ApprOVOd 'YO Qt.AI
~oon

expires 11211t2
se. '''' ft flf lnfo,....lio"

, • ..,dlftt ,,,*lie '''''Nn .stimOle
STAT ION

o

For COMMlSSION Fee Use Only For APPUCANT F.. U. Only
FEE NO: Is a f.. submitted with thIS

appllcaUon? :!iiIY. 0 N

FEE TYPE
If" f .. exempt c... 47 c.F.a. SecUon Ull2>.
Indicate ~n therefor (check one box>:
0 Noncommercial educatlonal lleen..

FEE AM!: 0 Governmental enUty
~ COMMISSION USE ONLY

ID SEQ: PIf -q f II l ~1J,Lt
FILE NO.

1. Name or Appllcant send notlces and communIcations to the followlnc

Staton Conununications, Inc. Derson at the address below:

c/o Mildred J. Staton Name same and to

Stanley G. Emert, Jr!

Street Address or P.O. Box Street Address or p.o. Box
I 1 t:. 1., r! ... _A'; ....... _1" T- .... ~7'" 771-h .au~ ~F.

':"~ :

" '"It Slate I ZIP Code City
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J Sectlo.'I II - LEGAL QUALIFICATIONS

Jlame of :A.ppl1cant !

Staton Communications, Inc.

L APpilcant Is:

2. If. the applicant Is an unIncorporated &SlJOC1atlon or a leeal entity other than an IndiVidual.
partnership. or corporation, d~rIbe In an Exhibit the nature of the application.

D Individual

D Other

D General partnership I!J por-pront corporation

D Umlted. partnership D Not-for-pront corporation

IExhibit No.

,
NOTE: The terms ·appllcan...• -parties to this appl1catlon: and ·non-party equity owners in the

appllcant· are denned in the instructions for section II of this form. Complete information u to
each "pe..rty to this appl1catlon· and each ·non-party equity owner In the applicant· Is required.
If the appl1cant considers that to furnish complete information would pole an unreuonable
burden. It may requ.t that the CommiSllon waive the strict terms of this requirement with
appropriate Justlncatlon.

If the applicant Is not an Individual. provide the date and place of nllne of the applicant's
enabllne charter (e.e. a limited. partnership must identify its cerUficate of llmlted partnership

'Ond .. corporation must identify its articles of incorporaUon by date and place of fIline);

~ Date to be filed on 11-15/91 Place Frankfort, KY

In the event there is no requirement that the enabllne charter be fUed with the state, the
applicant shall include the enabllne charter in the appllcant's publlc inspection file. If. In the
C!LI8 of a partnership. the enabllne charter does not inclUde the partnership acreement Itself,
the applicant shall Include a copy of the acreement In the applicant's public inspection file.

4. Are there any documents, Instruments, contracts' or understandines (written or oraD, other than
instruments identified in response to Question 3 above. relatlne to future ownershIp Interests
In the applicant, includlne but not limited to, Insulated limited partnership shares, nonvotlne
stock Interests. beneficial stock ownershrp Interests. options, rlehls of first refusal, or
debentures?

If Yes, submit u an Exhibit all such written documents. instruments, contracts, or
f':'( <; understandine.. and provide the particulars of any oral acreemenL..'-.::'

5. Complete, If applicable, the followlne certifications:

(a) Applicant certlnes that no limited partner wlll be involVed In any material respect in the'
.manacement or operation of the propoeed station.

If No, applicant must compiete Quest10n 6 below with respect to all l1mlted partners'
actively involved In the media actlvlUes of the partnership.

. (b) Doe. any inv_ment company I.. 1,1i,," ill IS I.s.e. S,d;." ".-J/, I~rance company, or
trust department of any bank have an acereeated holdine of ereater than &1& but 1...
than i()qb of the outstandinc votes of the applicant?

11' Yes, applicant cerun. that the enUty holdine such interest exercises no Innuence or
control ove~ the appllcant. dlrecul or indirectly, and hu no representaUves amone lhe
officers and directors of lhe applloant.

[KJvesDNo

Exhibit No.
1

n/a
DvesDNO

DV.~No

fCC lOt .It' Z)

.-- tA•

. - _.. - _. ----- --' ._ .._--- _.._----_.__._.---_._-----



J "
~!ctio~ II - LEGAL QUALIFICATIONS (Pag. 2)

6. Llsl the appUcant. parUes to lhe appllcaUon and non·party equity own.nln lhe applicanL' U.. one column for eeoh
Indl vidual or enUly. Atlach addlllonal paces If necessary. .

,

L Name and residence of lhe applicant and. If
'appUcable. Its ofncers. dlrec~rs. stockholders. or

partners (If other than Individual also show name.
addrea and clUzenshlp of natural person authorized
lo vole the stock). L1sl the applicant nrst. ofncers
next. then dlreclors and. thereafler. remalnlnc
stockholders and partners.

2. CIUzenshlp.
3. orfIce or dlreclorshlp 'held.

4. Number of shares or nature of,partnershlp Interests.

5. Number of voles.

e. Percentaee of voles.

7. Other exlsUne atlrlbutable Interests In any broadClUl
.....tlon. Includlne the nature and size 'of such
Interests.

a All other ownership, InterestS of &4b or more
(whether. or nol atlrlbulable'. u well u any
corporale ofncershlp or dlreclorshlp. In braedcut.
cable. or newspaper enUlles In the ame markel or
with overlapplne slenals In the ame broadcul
..rvlce. u described In 47 c.F.R. Secllon 78.l3I5l'i& and
78J5OI. Includlnc the nature and size or such Inlerests
and the poslllons held.

Staton Communications, Hi1.dred J. Staton Kenneth L. Ramsey
Inc. 1612 Gardiner Lane 3220 Roxburg Drive

cio Hi1.dred J. Staton Louisvi1.1.e, KY 40205 Lexington, KY 40503
1612 Gardiner Lane

lir!.X" Louisvi1.l.e , KY 40205
·...';-.;.r

".•..

•
.

2.
.'

Kentucky corp. USA USA

3.
President/Secretary/

n/a Treasurer/Director none

4.
a 1.1. authorized shares
issued 200 shares (VS) 800 shares (NVS)

..,",'

n/a 200'.
.. none,

6. nia 100% -0-

7.
see Exhibit 2 none see- Exhibit 2

see Exhibit 2 none see Exhibit 2

s. .
• ~

PCC 301 C'''' :It
June 1...
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SECTION III - FINANCIA"L QUALIFICATIONS

NOTE If this appllcaUon Is for a ~hance In an operaUnc facUlty do not n11 out this Metlon.

. L The applicant cerUn. that sufnclent net liquId ....t.s are on hand or that sufnclent fundi
are available from committed .aurces t.o COMtruct and operate the requ.-ted faclllU. for
th,... months without revenue.

2. .Slale the t.otal fundi you .tlmate' are neeeaary t.o coMtruct and operate the requeltec1
facl11ty for three months without revenue.

S. Identify -.ch ~urce of funds, IncludJnc the nam.. addt... and telephone number of the
~urce (and a contact per.an If lhe ~urce Is an enUty), the relallon.hlp (If any) of the
~urce t.o the applicant, and the amount of fund. t.o be supplled by each source.

Ll v. 0 No

• 416,303.79

Source or Fundi
(Name and Addrea)

Home Federal ~rust Bank
t{~"" of Georgia
\~?104 Green Street

Gainesville, GA 3050i
Attn: W. A. Gainey, V.P.

Telephone Number

404/535-9600

Relallonshlp

Bank

Amount

$425,000.00

The Applicant's princip~ls a~e legally obligated to the guara~tee of

a loan uP.to $425,000.00 for this facility.

\:.
...._.-

FCC 'I' •• I)

""-. ,...



4 *.

.
.$ECTION VI - EOUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNlTV PROOR.~M

1. Does the appllcant propose to employ nve or more full-tIme employees?

..

If Yes, the appllcant must Include an EEO proeram called for In the _pan.te Broadcast Equal Employment
Opportunity Proeram Report. (FCC 3Q6-A).

See Exhibit 5

SECTION VII - CERTFICATIONS

, L Has or wlll the appllcant comply with the public notice requirement of 47 C.F.~ Section 7S.3IS8O?

.2. Has the appllcant reasonable &DUrance. In Cood faith. that the site or structure proposed In Section
Vof this form. as the location of Its transmlttlnc antenna. w1ll be aVallabl~ to the appllcant for
the appllcant's intended· purpose?

If No, attach as an Exhibit, a full explantlon.

/~~.If reasonable assurance Is not based on applicant's ownership of the proposed site or structure,
>-A: appllcant cerUnes that It has obtained such reasonable UBUrance by contaoUnc the owner or

person possesslnc control or the site or structure.

lLJ Ves 0 No

lLJ Yes 0 No

IExhibit No.1

Name of Person Contacted

Telephone No. (i"l:l"rI. .,.•• url.l

Betty Jo Tucker

812/945-2356

Downer [2il Owner's Alent o Other (s,'l:il,/'

The APPLICANT hereby waives any claim to the use of any particular frequency as acalnst the reculatory power
:If the United States because of the previous use of the same. Whether by license or otherwise. and requests an

,,~''&uthorlzatlon In accordance with this application. IS,. S.l:ti." 114 ,,1 til. t,••""II:.ti,,,. Ad .1 1114, •••••"'./.1

The APPLICANT acknowledces that all the statements made In this appllcatlon and attached exhibits are considered
materIal representations. and that all exhIbits are a materIal part hereof and incorporated hereIn.

The APPLICANT represents that this appllcaUon Is not nled for the purpose of Impedlnc, ot.tructlnc, or delaylnc
determlnatlo~ on any other appUcaUo~ with which It may be In connlct.

In accordance with 47 CoP.R. SecUon UIl5. the APPLICANT has a conUnulnc obllcaUon to advise the Comm~on.

throuCh amendments, of any su~ntlal and sllnlflc&nt chane" In InformaUon furnished.

fCC JOI CPete tG

JuM ....
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. . SECT,I~N vii - CERTFICATION (Page &1

• t

WILLFUL FALSE STATEMENTS MADE ON lHlS FORM ARE PUNISHABLE IV FINE AND IMPRISONMENT.
U.S. CODE, TITLE 11, SECTION 1001.

I certify that the statements In thIs appUcatlon are true and correct to the best of my knowledce and beUef. and are
made In Cood faU.b.

,

Hame of ~ppllcant ..;.

"

Staton Communicati9ns, Inc.
Date

November 13, 1991

FCC NOTlCE'TO INDIVIDUALS REQUIRED IV lHE PRIVACV ACT
AND THE PAPERWORK REDUCTION ACT

The solicitation 'of personal Inrormatlon requested In this appJlcation Is authorized by the Communications Act or
..hI. u amended. The prIncipal purpose for which the Inrormatlon will be used Is to determ1ne 1f lhe benent
t!l~'Uested Is consistent w1th the pUblic Interest. The staff. consl.Unc variously of allorneys. analysts. enclneers and
~r~Ucations examiners, wUl use the Inrormatlon to determine whether the application should be cranted. denied.
dismissed. or deslcnated for hearlnc. If an th'-Informatlon Is not prOVided. the application may be returned without
action havlnc been taken upon It or Its processlnc. may be delayed While a request Is made to provide the m11SInc
Information. Accordincly, every error:t should be made to provIde aU necessary Inrormatlon. Your response Is
r~ulred to obtain the requested authority.

PubUc reportlnc burden for this collection of Information Is estimated to vary rrom 71 hours 45 minutes to 301
hours 00 minutes with an averace of HS hours' 28 minutes per response, Includlnc the time for revlewlnc
Instrucllons. searchlnl exlsllnl data sources. latherlnl and malntalnlnl the data needed, and campletlnl and
revlewlnl the collecllon or Inrormatlon. Comments recardlnc this burden. esllmate or any other aspect or this
collection of Information, Includlnc luccestlons for reduclnc the bUrden, can be sent to the Federal Communications
Commission. Ofnee of Manallnc Director, Washlncton, D.C. 2Ol5l)4, and to the orrlce or Manalem~nt and Budcel,
Paperwork Reduction ProJect (3000-0027), Washlncton. D.C. 20500. '

E FOREGOING NOTICE IS REOUIRED BV THE PRIVACV ACT OF 11174, P.L 13 ..&7., DECEMBER 31, 1174, & U.S.C.
(.'::;2ar.X3). AND 'THE PAPERWORK REDUCTION ACT OF1nO. P.L. 11-'11, DECEMBER '", '110. 44 U.S.C. 3&07•

.. . ~-;.:..'t ~
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Staton Communications. Inc.
FM Channel234A

New Albany. Indiana

EXHIBIT 1

Stock Subscription and Shareholders' Agreement


